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ABSTRACT 



As part of the Master Plan data gathering process, Florida's 
Fo^Usecondary Education Planning Commission requested that the State Board of 
Community Colleges (SBCC) develop estimates of Associate of Art (AA) 
graduation rate and student transfer rate from the Community College System 
(CCS) to the State University System (SUS) . The SBCC developed a cohort for 
this purpose that was defined as the fall 1991 first-time- in-college students 
who had an initial intent of pursuing the AA degree, had a final college 
assigned program code of AA, and had complete Entry Level Placement Test 
scores on the fall 1991 Student Data Base. The system- level results were a 
24% AA graduation rate and a 26% transfer rate. The next step was to divide 
the cohort into groups based upon the results of the Entry Level Placement 
Test. There was a direct relation between the number of subtests failed and 
the AA graduation and transfer rates. A third aspect of this study was to 
define a cohort of students who would have been able to start their 
collegiate careers in the SUS, but entered the CCS instead. There is a direct 
relationship between SAT scores as grouped for this study and degrees earned 
and transfers. Finally, this study looks at the relationship between the 
areas failed and graduation and transfer rates. Based upon this cohort, it 
would appear that concentrating on improving mathematical skills would 
produce the largest increases in graduation and transfer rates. (VWC) 
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GRADUATION AND TRANSFER RATE 
BY ELT STATUS 



As part of the Master Plan data gathering process, the Postsecondary Education Planning 
Commission requested that the State Board of Community Colleges develop estimates of AA 
graduation rate and student transfer rate from the Community College System (CCS) to the State 
University System (SUS). The SBCC developed a cohort for this purpose that was defined as the 
fall 1991 first-time-in-college students who had an initial intent of pursuing the AA degree, had a 
final college assigned program code of AA, and had complete Entry Level Placement Test scores 
on the fall 1991 Student Data Base. This cohort was then tracked through the 1995-96 reporting 
year in both the CCS and SUS. The system level results were a twenty-four percent (24%) AA 
graduation rate and a twenty-six percent (26%) transfer rate. The transfer rate is based upon all 
students transferring and includes persons without any award (8 %) as well as those with the AA 
degree (18%). This transfer rate compares favorably with the data from the National Transfer 
Rate study conducted by the Center for the Study of Community Colleges. The Center reports a 
transfer rate of twenty-two percent (22%) based upon students who earned at least 12 hours. The 
SBCC cohort used entrance into the AA program as its main characteristic and did not contain 
any “hours earned” criteria. 

The next step was to divide the cohort into groups based upon the results of the Entry Level 
Placement Test. A student was assigned to one of four categories defined as Group 0 - failed no 
subtests and was therefore assumed to be college ready, Group 1 - failed one subtest, Group 2 - 
failed two subtests, and Group 3 - failed all three subtests. The emphasis for this pan of the 
study was the issue of readiness and thus no attempt was made to differentiate between subtest 
areas. As expected there was a direct relation between the number of subtests failed and the AA 
graduation and transfer rates. Group 0 had a graduation rate of thirty-five percent (35%) and a 
transfer rate of thirty-six percent (36%). Group 1 had rates of twenty (20%) and twenty-two 
(22%) percent for these same two measures. The rates for Group 2 were thirteen (13%) and 
seventeen (17%), while Group 3 had rates of five (5%) and nine (9%). The transfer rate of AA 
degree recipients was also calculated. This was the most consistent rate in the entire study. 
Seventy-five percent (75%) of AA degree holders in Group 0, Group 1 and Group 2 transferred, 
as did seventy-two percent (72%) of degree holders in Group 3. 

A third aspect of this study was to define a cohort of students who would have been able to start 
their collegiate careers in the SUS, but entered the CCS instead. Since the CCS does not collect 
high school course data, SAT scores were used as a surrogate for meeting all SUS entrance 
requirements. Only eighteen percent of the original cohort had SAT scores as their ELT score, 
but due to the problems inherent in using concordance tables, no attempt was made to convert 
any other ELT results to SAT scores. The SAT scores are from fall 1991 and thus, are not re- 
centered. Again, there is a direct relationship between SAT scores as grouped for this study and 
degrees earned and transfers. The High SAT group - defined as scores from 1000 to 1600 - had 
a graduation rate of forty-one percent (41%) and a transfer rate of forty-eight percent (48%). The 
Medium SAT group - defined as scores from 800 to 999 had rates of forty-one (41%) and forty- 
three percent (43%). The Low SAT group - defined as scores from 400 to 799 - had rates of 




twenty-four percent (24%) and twenty-seven percent (27%). Overall, the students presenting 
SAT results as their ELT scores had higher graduation (35% and transfer rates (38%) than did the 
cohort as a whole. They also had a higher rate (11%) of persons without an award transferring. 
This is not surprising since the SUS requires either the SArT or ACT for entry and thus it seems 
logical to assume a higher proportion of this set of students had considered attending the SUS 
than of the total cohort. 

The final phase of this study was to look at the relationship between the areas failed and 
graduation and transfer rates. For this, Group 1 and Group 2 from the full cohort were divided 
into those students failing only reading, writing, or math (Group 1); and those failing reading and 
writing, writing and math, or reading and math. The results were the same for both groups. For 
those students failing only one subtest, failing reading had the least impact on graduation and 
transfer rates with writing second and math the greatest. For those failing two subtests, failing 
reading and writing had the least impact, with reading and math second, and writing and math the 
greatest. Based upon this cohort, it would appear concentrating on improving mathematical 
skills would produce the largest increases in graduation and transfer rates. 
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St. Petersburg Junior College was not included in this analysis due to errors on the SOB. 
Cohort Divided in Groups Based Upon ELT Results 



Award Rates of the Different Groups and the Total Cohort 
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Transfer Rates of the Different Groups and the Total Cohort 
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Transfer Rates of AA Degree Earners by Group 





AA's • : 


AA xfer * 


Rate 


Group 0 


3175 


2390 


75% 


Group 1 


1211 


905 


75% 


Group 2 


367 


274 


75% 


Group 3 


101 


73 


72% 


Total 


4854 


3642 


75% 



Ability of Group as Measured by SAT Scores 
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Group 0 
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Award Rate of Different SAT Groups 
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High (1000-1600) 


630 
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Medium (800-999) 
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Transfer Rate of Different SAT Groups 
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Key: ET = Earners Transferring 

Daytona Beach, North Florida, St. Petersburg and South Florida are not listed due to cohort size and data errors. 
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Key: ET = Earners Transferring 

Daytona Beach, North Florida, St. Petersburg and South Florida are not listed due to cohort size and data errors. 
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Daytona Beach, North Florida, St. Petersburg and South Florida are not listed due to cohort size and data errors. 
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Key: ET = Earners Transferring 

Daytona Beach, North Florida, St. Petersburg and South Florida are not listed due to cohort size and data errors. 
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